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The MAIUNG DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address - 
Period for Reply 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 2 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) l\/IONTHS from tite mailing date of this communication. 

- the period for reply specified above is less than thirty (30) days, a reply within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timely, 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 
Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent temn adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 

!)□ Responsive to communication(s) filed on . 

2a)n This action is FINAL. 2b)n This action is non-final. 

3) ^ Since this application is in condition for allowance except for fomnal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Exparfe Quay/e, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) 13 Claim(s) 1-16 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) S Clalm(s) hl6 is/are allowed. 

6) n Claim(s) is/are rejected. 

?)□ Claim(s) Is/are objected to. 

8) 0 Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) n The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) ^ The drawing(s) filed on OS August 2004 is/are: a)l3 accepted or b)^ objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 
Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required If the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 

11) D The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or forni PTO-152. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 1 9 

12) n Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19(a)-(d) or (f). 
a)n All b)n Some * c)^ None of: 

1 .□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2.D Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 



3.n Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 
application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 



Attachment(s) 

1) □ Notice of References Cited (PTO-892) 

2) □ Notice of Draflsperson's Patent Drawing Review (PTO-948) 

3) K Information Disclosure Statement(s) (PTO-1449 or PTO/SB/08) 

Paper No(s)/Malt Date fa/5/04 . 



4) n Interview Summary (PTO-413) 

Paper No(s)/Mail Date. . 

5) Q Notice of Informal Patent Application (PTO-152) 

6) □ Other: 
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Art Unit: 2683 5/1 2/2005 Ex Parte Quayle.doc 

DETAILED ACTION 
Information Disclosure Statement 

1 . The listing of references in the specification is not a proper information disclosure 
statement. 37 CFR 1.98(b) requires a list of all patents, publications, or other 
information submitted for consideration by the Office, and MPEP § 609 A(1) states, "the 
list may not be incorporated into the specification but must be submitted in a separate 
paper." Therefore, unless the references have been cited by the examiner on form 
PTO-892, they have not been considered. 

2. The information disclosure statement filed August 5, 2005 fails to comply with the 
provisions of 37 CFR 1.97, 1.98 and MPEP § 609 because the references listed falls to 
list a date. It has been placed in the application file, but the information referred to 
therein has not been considered as to the merits. Applicants are advised that the date 
of any re-submission of any item of information contained in this infonmation disclosure 
statement or the submission of any missing element(s) will be the date of submission for 
purposes of detemrilning compliance with the requirements based on the time of filing 
the statement, including all certification requirements for statements under 37 CFR 

1 .97(e). See MPEP § 609 U C(1 ). 
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3. Waiver of the Copy Requirement in 37 CFR 1 .98 for Cited Pending U.S. 
Patent Applications 

37 CFR 1 .98 requires that for each cited pending U.S. patent application, 
an infomiation disclosure statement (IDS) include a legible copy of the 
application specification, including the claims, and any drawing of the application, 
or that portion of the application which caused it to be listed, including any 
claims, directed to that portion. See 37 CFR 1.98(a)(2)(iii). 

The United States Patent and Trademark Office (USPTO) has been 
scanning newly filed patent applications and the existing inventory of patent 
applications into USPTO's Image File Wrapper (IFW) system since June of 2003. 
See Notification of United States Patent and Trademark Office Patent Application 
Records being Stored and Processed in Electronic Form . 1271 Off. Gaz. Pat. 
Office 100 (June 17, 2003). Applications stored in the IFW system may be 
viewed by examiners on their desktop computers. Consequently, there is no 
longer a need to require a copy of the specification, including claims, and 
drawings of a U.S. patent application (or portion of the application) listed on an 
IDS when the cited application is stored in the USPTO's IFW system, and can be 
readily viewed by examiners, applicants and members of the public. 

Therefore, the requirement in 37 CFR 1.98(a)(2)(iii) for a legible copy of 
the specification, including the claims, and drawings of each cited pending U.S. 
patent application (or portion of the application which caused it to be listed) is sua 
sponte waived where the cited pending application is stored in the USPTO's IFW 
system. See 37 CFR 1 . 1 83. This waiver is effective immediately. 

Applications filed under 35 U.S.C. § 1 1 1 on or after June 30, 2003, and 
international applications that have entered the national stage on or after June 
30, 2003, have been or are being scanned into the USPTO's IFW system. When 
citing to a pending application filed under 35 U.S.C. § 1 1 1 before June 30, 2003, 
or that entered the national stage before June 30, 2003, the applicant may check 
the private Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) System to see 
whether the application is stored in the USPTO's IFW system in order to 
determine if a copy of the application (or portion of the application) is required to 
be provided with an IDS. The private PAIR System can be accessed over the 
Office's Internet Web site (www.uspto.gov). 

When citing to a pending U.S. patent application that has been published 
under 35 U.S.C. § 122(b) (eighteen-month publication), the USPTO prefers that 
the citation be to the patent application publication (by publication number) rather 
than to the application itself (by application number). 

This waiver is limited to the specification, including the claims, and 
drawings in the U.S. application (or portion of the application). If material other 
than the specification, including the claims, and drawings in the file of a U.S. 
patent application is being cited in an IDS, the IDS must contain a legible copy of 
such material. See 37 CFR 1.98(a)(1)(iv). 

Inquiries concerning this notice may be directed to Jeanne M. Clark, 
Senior Legal Advisor, Office of Patent Legal Administration, at (703) 306-5603. 
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Specification 

4. Applicants are reminded of the proper language and format for an abstract of the 
disclosure. 

The language should be clear and concise and should not repeat 
information given in the title. It should avoid using phrases which can be implied, 
such as, "The disclosure concerns," 'The disclosure defined by this invention. " 
"The disclosure describes, " etc. 



5. The abstract of the disclosure is objected to because of the implied phrases. 
Correction is required. See MPEP § 608.01(b). 



6. The following guidelines illustrate the preferred layout for the specification of a 
utility application. These guidelines are suggested for the applicant's use. 

Arrangement of the Specification 

As provided in 37 CFR 1.77(b), the specification of a utility application should 
include the following sections in order. Each of the lettered items should appear in 
upper case, without underlining or bold type, as a section heading. If no text follows the 
section heading, the phrase "Not Applicable" should follow the section heading: 

(a) TITLE OF THE INVENTION. 

(b) CROSS-REFERENCE TO RELATED APPLICATIONS. 

(c) STATEMENT REGARDING FEDERALLY SPONSORED RESEARCH OR 

DEVELOPMENT. 

(d) THE NAMES OF THE PARTIES TO A JOINT RESEARCH AGREEMENT 

(e) INCORPORATION-BY-REFERENCE OF MATERIAL SUBMITTED ON A 

COMPACT DISC (See 37 CFR 1 .52(e)(5) and MPEP 608.05. Computer 
program listings (37 CFR 1.96(c)), "Sequence Listings" (37 CFR 1.821(c)), 
and tables having more than 50 pages of text are permitted to be 
submitted on compact discs.) or 

REFERENCE TO A "MICROFICHE APPENDIX" (See MPEP § 608.05(a). 
"Microfiche Appendices" were accepted by the Office until March 1, 2001.) 

(f) BACKGROUND OF THE INVENTION. 

(1) Field of the Invention. 

(2) Description of Related Art including information disclosed under 37 
CFR 1.97 and 1.98. 

(g) BRIEF SUMMARY OF THE INVENTION. 
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(h) BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF THE SEVERAL VIEWS OF THE DRAWING(S). 

(i) DETAILED DESCRIPTION OF THE INVENTION. 

(j) CLAIM OR CLAIMS (commencing on a separate sheet). 

(k) ABSTRACT OF THE DISCLOSURE (commencing on a separate sheet). 

(I) SEQUENCE LISTING (See MPEP § 2424 and 37 CFR 1 .821-1 .825. A 
"Sequence Listing" is required on paper if the application discloses a 
nucleotide or amino acid sequence as defined in 37 CFR 1 .821 (a) and if 
the required "Sequence Listing" is not submitted as an electronic 
document on compact disc). 



7. The disclosure is objected to because of the following informalities: 
The specification lacks a Summary of the Invention. 
Appropriate correction is required. 



Claim Objections 

8. A series of singular dependent claims is permissible in which a dependent daim 
refers to a preceding claim which, in turn, refers to another preceding claim. 



9. A claim which depends from a dependent claim should not be separated by any 
claim which does not also depend from said dependent claim. It should be kept in mind 
that a dependent claim may refer to any preceding independent claim. In general, 
applicants' sequence will not be changed. See MPEP § 608.01 (n). 



10. 



Claim 1 1 is objected to because of the following infonnalities: 

Claim 1 1 depends on claim 12. /Vppropriate correction is required. 



Application/Control Number: 10/736,270 Page 6 

Art Unit: 2683 5/1 2/2005 Ex Parte Quayle.doc 

Allowable Subject Matter 

1 1 . Claims 1-18 are allowed. 



12. As allowable subject matter has been indicated, applicant's reply must either 
comply with all formal requirements or specifically traverse each requirement not 
complied with. See 37 CFR 1 .1 1 1(b) and MPEP § 707.07(a). 



1 3. The following is a statement of reasons for the indication of allowable subject 
matter: 

The prior art of record does not disclose or make obvious the claimed term 
of "functionality extension table " The specification states that the term 
"functionality extension table" is a roaming indicator and an enhanced 
roaming indicator, which may compliment the functionality of the received 
preferred roaming list information. The specification is not clear what 
"functionality extension table" does or does not since the compliment of 
the functionality of the received preferred roaming list information because 
of the term "may, hence it Is optional. Even the definition Is vague and 
unclear. But the applicants wrote the spedfication and the claims with the 
term "functionality extension table", applicants are given the benefit of 
doubt. Since this term, "functionality extension table" is not disclose in the 
prior art is the sole reason why the claims are allowable. 
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Conclusion 

14. This application is in condition for allowance except for the above formal matters. • 



1 5. Prosecution on the merits is closed in accordance with the practice under Ex 
parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 1 1 , 453 O.G. 21 3. 



16. A shortened statutory period for reply to this action is set to expire TWO 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this letter. 



17. Replacement Notice: Copies of Patent Application Records will be Provided 
in botli Electronic and Paper Form 

The Official Gazette notice, published on August 24, 2004 entitled "All 
Electronic Copies of Patent Application Records Will Now Be Provided as 
Certified Copies in Electronic Form" (1285 Off. Gaz. Pat. Off, August 24, 2004) is 
hereby rescinded. The USPTO is reinstating, until further notice, the procedures 
in effect prior to July 30, 2004 for providing certified copies of patent application 
records with paper certification statements. The USPTO will also offer electronic 
certified copies of patent application records at the requester's option. 

Certified Copies with Paper Certification 

Unless otherwise requested, certified copies of patent application records 
provided pursuant to 37 CFR 1.19 (b) will be produced with a paper certification 
statement, continuing the practice in effect prior to July 30, 2004. The certification 
statement will include an embossed seal and original signature. 

Certified Copies with Electronic Certification 

Customers ordering certified copies of patent applications as filed or 
patent-related file wrapper and contents of published applications from the 
USPTO website will have the option to choose electronic copies with electronic 
certification. These files include an imaged certification statement as part of a 
PDF file containing the document TIFF images. These electronic files are digitally 
signed by the USPTO for authenticity and integrity, and cannot be undetectably 
modified. Customers may choose to download these electronic files from the 
USPTO website or receive them on compact disc. 
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Paris Convention for the Protection of Industrial Property and Priority 

Irrespective of whether the USPTO provides a paper certified copy or an 
electronic certified copy, Article 4(d)(3) of the Paris Convention prohibits any 
country that is a member of the convention from requiring further authentication 
of the certified copy for purposes of claiming priority under the Paris Convention. 
(The text of the Paris Convention and a list of its members are available at 
\yww.wipo.int/treaties/en/ip/paris/index.htmL ) 

The USPTO is working with other intellectual property offices to 
encourage the acceptance of priority documents in electronic form with electronic 
certification. A list of offices and international intellectual property organizations 
that have agreed to accept electronic certified copies will be posted on the 
USPTO website soon, and updated regularly. 

Questions should be directed to the Office of Public Records by email to 
opr(5)uspto.gov or by telephone at (703) 308-9743. 

18. Consolidated Appropriations Act, 2005 enacted on December 8, 2004 

H.R. 481 8, the Consolidated Appropriations Act, 2005 (Consolidated Appropriations Act) was signed 
by President George W. Bush and enacted into law on December 8, 2004. The Consolidated Appropriations 
Act revises certain patent application and maintenance fees; provides separate fees for a basic filing fee, a 
search fee, and an examination fee; and requires an additional fee for any patent application whose 
specification and drawings exceed 100 sheets of paper (application size fee). The new patent fees are now 
effective and will remain in effect during the remainder of fiscal year 2005 and during fiscal year 2006. The 
patent maintenance fee changes apply to any maintenance fee payment made on or after December 8, 2004, 
regardless of the filing or issue date of the patent for which the fee is submitted. The revised maintenance fees 
took effect on December 8, 2004. Thus, any maintenance fee paid at any time on (or after) December 8, 2004 
is subject to the revised maintenance fee amounts set forth in the Consolidated Appropriations Act. 

Note: you are paying via the USPTO's Internet Web site, there will likely be a delay in 
updating the maintenance-fee infomnation on the USPTO's Office of Finance On-Line Shopping Web 
page, therefore, if paying on-line, please refer to the updated fee schedule to ensure that you include 
the appropriate updated fee amount Maintenance fees must be timely paid in the appropriate amount 
to avoid expiration of a patent 

The new basic filing fee (or national fee), search fee, examination fee, and application size fee apply to 
national patent applications (other than provisional applications) filed on or after December 8, 2004, and to 
international patent applications in which the basic national fee is paid on or after December 8, 2004. The new 
provisional application filing fee applies to any provisional application filing fee paid on or after December 8, 
2004. The filing fee (or national fee), search fee, and examination fee are due on filing. If the filing fee (or 
national fee) is paid on filing, but the search fee and/or examination fee is missing, the USPTO will issue a 
notice requiring that any missing search fee and examination fee (but no surcharge until further notice) be paid 
within a specified period of time in order to avoid abandonment. Thus, if at least the full basic filing fee under 
the Consolidated Appropriations Act is paid on or after December 8, 2004, the USPTO will issue a notice 
requiring any balance of the search fee and the examination fee (but no surcharge), 
the remaining patent application fee changes, including the excess claims fees, extension of time fees, and 
appeal fees, apply to any fee payment made on or after December 8, 2004, regardless of the filing date of the 
application for which the fee is submitted. 
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USPTO customers should monitor the USPTO's Internet Web site frequently for current patent fee 
information. 

Payments from foreign countries must be payable and immediately negotiable in the United States for 
the full amount of the fee required. 

19. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to WILLIAM D GUMMING whose telephone number is 
571-272-7861. The examiner can normally be reached on Tuesday & Wednesday, 
10:30am to 8:30pm,. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, William Trost can be reached on 571-272-7872. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (BBC) at 866-21 7-91 97 (toll-free). , ^ 




